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SOVIET INGREASED
1981 ARMS OUTLAY £

Intelligence Officials Report a o
4% Rise Despite Slump and
Lower Living Standard

—
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despite a stagnant
' clinein Soviet citizens’ standard of liv-

ing.

In a report made public today, senior
agencies
said that Soviet military spending in
1881, the most recent year measured,
was 4 percent higher than in the previ.
ous year and in line with earlier rates of
increase.

At the same time, the intelligence of-
ficials said the Soviet economy grew
only slightly, had setbacks in agricul-
ture and key industries and had infla-
tion that cut into the standard of living.

The confidential testimony before the
. Joint Economic Committee by the C.1.A

in December and by the D.L.A. last June i-kilograms in 1978
. seemed likely to be cited by the Reagan nmp-ndwnhthe

Adminimﬁmtoj\uurympmpouls
.for and fgr
wm!cpnummtheSovietUmon

The committee Senator |
Roger W. Jepsen, Republican of lowa, |
md!napmsmwmentmdaymnhe
D.IA’S * indicates’ repeat-
edly ‘that the Soviet commitment to
military spending continues to in-
crease, both in real terms and as a per-
cent of gross national product.”’
’ ‘Downturn in Rate of Growth’

But Senator Willlam "Proxmire, .
Democrat of Wisconsin, mchedadif-‘
ferent conclusion. He said in a press re- -
Jease that the in “’shows a
dawnnunint.herateofgmwthinmm
tary procurement since 1975.”

The testimony on Soviet military
spending from the senior officials was
also at odds with press reports in March |
that some C.I.A. analysts thought such
estimates had been overstated in recent
years. Msaidtbegmwthntemight
have been only 2 pexcent’.

NEW YORK TIMES
23 June 1983

The Director of the D.I.A., Lieut.
Gen. James A. Williams, tstiﬁed “We
mnodmemtbensmgumdtnd&
fense expenditures in the past
mcrnimano{theNaﬂonallntelh

Council, Henry S. Rowen of the

I.A. generally
ButMr Rowen

was superior to
tbe Umted smu in strategic nuclear
wupal:dm whether the Soviet
Union such superiority, Mr. Rowen
replied: “No, I -wouldn’t conclude

Benidﬂntvam’tthuubjecto!
mehaﬂnzhn.“lmnn'tpmmmy

bothnidﬂ:eSovieteeunomégmwth
rate was less than 2 percent in 1981,
withtcwpmspectsotimmediateim-

centives had been reduced and produc-
tivity and industrial output declined. -
A CLA. chart showed that the
amount of grain produced for each
Soviet citizen had dropped from 808
to 500 in 1981, which
340 kilograms per

pcnontnmlz Akilogram is 2.2 pounds.
i Mr. Rumaborepomedaﬁaeinthe
mortality of men between the ages of 25
44, probably because of an increase
dengmdpouunon.l.ife i
Soﬂamhnhm&ym%m
: 62 years in 1960, compared with a con-
stant 74 years for Soviet women.
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; currency loans, new credits, oil, food,
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The Expense of Polish Problems

On the other hand, the Soviet Union
hnshadtopmvide?olandwithhard

nwmawdalsandmmdacm'edgoods
and has had to absorb huge trade defi-
cits. The total cost of the Polish prob-
lems to the Soviet Union was deleted
from the version of the report made

pubhc
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